
A. No, he did not.

Exhibit RL-2, Transcript at 18-19. The so-called interference that the School District experienced

in January of 1992 was actually nothing more than activity on the same channel generated by a

legitimate user of a validly licensed repeater located more than 70 miles from the repeater

serving the School District, but at greater power. Id. at 16-17. Hollingsworth, as a management-

level official in the FCC office that issues these licenses, had constructive notice of this fact. He

also must have had actual knowledge of it based on his telephone conversations and interview

with Lewis. Hollingsworth nonetheless drafted a sworn statement suggesting that the Hyster

incident was deliberate interference by Kay, and Hollingsworth himself thereafter swore, under

oath, that Lewis had actual knowledge of deliberate interference by Kay.

93. The Lewis statement then has the following passage:

... I got a call from James Kay who said the same things Kirk had told us and said he
could take care of the problem. Mr. Kay said that he and Don Kirk owned a repeater we
could use but that we would have to change our license to switch from Majeska Peak to
his peak. Don Kirk then set it up so we would use their repeater for one year.

The paperwork for the service was handled by a woman named Agnes
Pennington. I signed the repeater agreement and later got a new license in the mail. I
didn't look at it at the time, but merely put it in the file without noticing it had been
changed from a GP (special emergency) to a GB (conventional business) license. I know
that when I signed up for the new repeater service I never intended to change the FCC
license, and I never authorized Ms. Pennington or Don Kirk to make the change. I did
sign the application that switched us from a licensee to end user, but I didn't realize the
consequences ofwhat I had signed. I only intended to move the repeater service from one
peak to another to clear up the interference problem, and Don Kirk told me that it
wouldn't affect the license.

Exhibit RL-l at 2. Hollingsworth had Lewis state, under oath, that Kay was responsible for (a)

changing the School District's license from a GP to a GB without Lewis's knowledge, and (b)

improperly converting the School District's license to an end user authorization. IfHollingsworth

did not know that both assertions were entirely false, he is unconscionably incompetent.
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94. Agnes Pennington is not a Kay employee or agent. Rather, she is an independent

application preparation consultant who handied the School District's licensing before Kay

became involved. Kay has never relied on Pennington to obtain agreements or applications on

his behalf IfHollingsworth had simply contacted Pennington, he would have learned this. Kay

did not become involved with Lewis or the School District until 1992, after the School District

began to hear Hyster on the channel. The change of the license from a GP to a GB occurred

before that, apparently in 1991. Exhibit RL-3 is a copy of the School District authorization

issued on May 26, 1987. This appears to have been issued a "GP" or Public Safety / Special

Emergency Radio Service authorization. Exhibit RL-4 is a series of documents showing that, in

August of 1991, Pennington prepared a modification application on behalf of the School District.

As indicated in those documents, Pennington prepared the application as a GP (Public Safety /

Special Emergency), but submitted it for frequency coordination to NABER (The National

Association ofBusiness and Educational Radio). NABER was not the appropriate frequency

coordinator for GP applications. Apparently NABER changed the "GP" to a "GB" before

tendering the application to the FCC. The Commission issued the modified authorization as a

GB. Exhibit RL-5 s a copy of the modified authorization, bearing the GB indicator. It was issued

on November 13, 1991, well before Kay first became involved with the School District. The

distinction between "GP" and "GB" would have been oflittle practical consequence to the

School District. Moreover, while Pennington appears to have erred by sending a GP application

to NABER, the resulting correction to GB was ironically proper because under applicable

regulations the School District was not eligible in the Public Safety or Special Emergency Radio

Services.
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95. Clearly, Kay was not responsible for changing the authorization from a GP to a

GB. This occurred before Kay's involvement, and this was information in the Commission's files

that could have been easily determined by Hollingsworth. Had this been a matter of concern to

Lewis, which he had raised in a complaint to the Commission accusing Kay of having

improperly made this change, Hollingsworth's failure to ascertain the truth would be merely

negligent. But Lewis did not initiate a complaint or raise a concern. In fact, he did not even know

or understand anything about this matter, or have any concern about it, until coached by

Hollingsworth to implicate Kay. Consider the following excerpts from Lewis's deposition

testimony:

Q. On page 2, paragraph 2 [of the Lewis Witness Statement] it indicates that
you put it in the file without noticing that it had been changed from a GP,
special emergency license, to a GB, conventional business license. Where
did you get that particular piece of information?

A That was during the conversation with Mr. Hollingsworth.

Q. Did he ever show you any documents to substantiate the fact that it had
been a GP, as in Paul, license?

A. Not to my recollection.

Exhibit RL-2, Transcript at 39-40. The deposition transcript also reveals that Lewis did not then,

and does not now, even understand the change or its significance.ld at 55-55. In fact, Lewis

does not even know whether or not the School District ever had a GP license:

Q. What we're seeking is any information you have as to whether or not the a
GP license was ever held by the school district.

A. I don't -- I don't knOw.
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Q. Did you rely upon the information given to you by the FCC, then, in
making this statement about the change from GP to the GB?

A. Yes.

Id. at 57.

96. Hollingsworth knew or could easily have determined that the conversion ofthe

School District's license from a GP to a GB had nothing whatsoever to do with Kay, and in fact

occurred before Kay even became involved with the School District. He nonetheless suborned

from Lewis (a man who was not theretofore aware of the change and had no understanding of its

significance) an under oath accusation· that Kay had improperly engineered the change without

his knowledge. So anxious to smear Kay is Hollingsworth that he has Lewis accusing Kay of (a)

something Kay clearly did not do, and (b) something that, in any event, would have been entirely

proper if Kay had done it, namely, correcting an improperly issued GP authorization to the

proper GB category.

97. A similar pattern emerges regarding the suggestion that Kay acted improperly in

converting the School District's license from a community repeater to an end user license.

Consider the following:

Q. [reading from the Lewis Witness Statement]: "I did sign the application
that switched us from a licensee to an end user, but I didn't realize the
consequences of what I had signed." My question here is: What are the
consequences you were concerned about at the time you made this
statement?

A. What I -- with discussions with the FCC, what was brought to my
attention was that the license that we originally had with them. We were a
licensee originally and with the license, it was changed to sign over from
Modjeska to Santiago. We became an end user at that time.
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Q. Was there someone that told you that that was a bad thing that had
happened?

A. I don't remember.

Q. Did someone come to you and indicate that you had been in some way
snookered out ofa license that was very important or valuable?

A. Yes, that was the discussion with the FCC.

Q. Can you recaIl who it was at the FCC that said that?

A. No, I cannot.

Q. Let me ask you this question. Are you sure it was a conversation that you
had with someone at an FCC location?

A. Yes.

Q. How is that?

A. It was -- when I went up to -- met with them at Cerritos.

Id at p. .50-51.

98. Once again we see that Lewis had no information, knowledge, or even belief of

any wrongdoing by Kay, but was rather coached by HoIlingsworth to implicate Kay.

Hollingsworth was almost certainly the one who fed Lewis the information at the Cerritos

meeting, and Hollingsworth later prepared the sworn statement for Lewis. But Hollingsworth

knew full well that Kay's conduct was not only proper, it was in fact required by FCC regulation.

The School District held a community repeater authorization for Modjeska Peak. Because

Motorola, who operated the repeater, was unable or unwilling to resolve the service problems,

the School District sought out another solution. Kay was willing to provide them with SMR

service from nearby Santiago Peak. But this meant two things under then-applicable FCC

regulations: (1) the School District would not be permitted to maintain its Modjeska Peak
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authorization because it was discontinuing operations from that site, and (2) the School District

would require an end user license in order to legally receive service via Kay's Santiago SMR.

Kay therefore did the logical and entirely appropriate thing--he prepared an application to

convert the School District's community repeater license to an end user authorization. Exhibit

RL-6 is a copy ofKayIS February 17, 1992 letter transmitting the completed application to Lewis

for his review and signature. A copy of the competed FCC Form 574 as executed by Lewis is

also included. It will be noted that Kay advised Lewis to "make a photocopy of the application

and keep the copy for your records, II Exhibit RL-6 at 1, something he surely would not have

done had he been attempting to improperly convert the authorization in some way. The

application form is clearly market "GB II at Item 20 (Radio Service), and it clearly states

"CONVERT TO END USER" as one of the purposes of the application. Id at 2.

99. Contrary to the impression given in the Hollingsworth-prepared written statement,

Lewis does not believe he was wronged by Kay:

Q. Do you ... believe that Mr. Kay did anything wrong, improprietous or
unethical in his business dealings with you? '"

A. No.

Exhibit RL-2, Transcript at 56-57. Nevertheless, Hollingsworth told Lewis that Kay had

improperly converted the School District authorization from a GP to a GB and from a

community repeater license to an end user authorization, information Hollingsworth knew to be

patently false. Hollingsworth then prepared a written statement containing the inaccurate

information and solicited Lewis's under-oath signature on the statement. Such reprehensible

conduct by one who is ostensibly charged with protecting the public interest can not be tolerated.
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v. CONCLUSION

100. Since 1994 Sobel has suffered the Bureau's mistreatment of him. No explanation

was given for the freeze on processing Sobel's applications. Sobel's inquiries about this were

ignored. The Bureau (and the Commission) then erroneously included Sobel's call signs in the

Kay designation order. The Bureau corrected this order only when it suited the Bureau's own

litigation strategy against Kay. The freeze on Sobel's pending matters continued, and the Bureau

stubbornly ignored Sobel's continuous attempts to learn what concerns justified this inaction and

to resolve them. Out of frustration, Sobel sought judicial relief from the Bureau's unlawful

inaction. The Bureau's vindictive response to that was the adoption oflicense revocation

proceedings in blatant violation of the Administrative Procedure Act. This was contrary to the

Commission's long-standing practice ofconfronting errant licensees with a notice ofviolation

and affording them an opportunity to explain and correct any deviation. When the inadequacy of

the charges to support revocation were exposed, the Bureau feigned a sudden outrage at Sobel's

alleged lack of candor in a then more than two-year old document.

101. In the midst of all this, Sobel's competitors are given special treatment by the

Bureau. Their applications are processed and granted when they should not be. Their canceled

authorizations are unlawfully reinstated. Conclusively proven wrongdoing by them is utterly

ignored. In short, a discriminatory double standard is applied whereby Sobel always comes out

on the short end of the stick.

102. This was at one time all very perplexing and Sobel was at a loss to explain it. But

now it is all very clear. This is not a matter of mere regulatory lethargy, nor is it mere

coincidence or even incompetence. It is by design born of bad faith and ill will. What is now

clear to Sobel is the motive for his mistreatment at the hands of the Bureau. It is really quite
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simple. Sobel has been singled out for harassment, harsh treatment, and blatant discrimination by

the Bureau for no other reason than his friendship and business association with Kay. There is

more than ample reason to suspect the bona fides of the Bureau's case against Kay, especially

given the numerous examples of unlawful conduct by the Bureau in its pursuit of that cause. But

even if there were cause for the Bureau's actions against Kay, that does not and should not have

anything to do with Sobel. The Commission should not and "do[es] not practice guilt by

association in [its] review functions." Lowery Communications, L.P., 71 FCC Rcd 7139, ~ 47

(1992).

WHEREFORE, it IS respectfully requested that the Commission to conduct an

investigation or, pursuant to Section 403 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47

U.S.c. § 403, into the facts and circumstances surrounding the designation and prosecution of

the captioned proceeding; that Sobel be made a party to the investigation and afforded full

discovery rights; and that, upon conclusion of the investigation, the Commission make findings

and fashion appropriate relief

Respectfully submitted this 2nd day ofMarch, 1998,

MARc D. SOBEL d/b/a AIR WAVE COMMUNICATIONS

By: Robert J. Keller, His Attorney
Law Office of Robert J. Keller, PC
4200 Wisconsin Ave NW #106-233
Washington DC 20016-2157
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554
(../

DEBORAH KILLIAN

In the matter of

CARRIER COMMUNICATIONS

FCC File No. 9301617966

FCC File No. 9301618165

FCC File No. 9301618165

]
]
]
1
]
]
]
]
]
1
1
]
1
1
1
I
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
]
1

Licensee of and/or Applicant for various 1
facilities pursuant to Part 90 of the FCC Rules 1
and Regulations, 47 C.F.R. § 90.1 et seq. 1

CHRIS KILLIAN, DEBORAH KILLIAN, CARRIER

COMMUNICATIONS, AND/OR CARRIER

COMMUNICATIONS AND ELECTRONICS

Conventional SMR (GX) Station WPCE285
851.6125 MHz at Mount Adalaide near
Bakersfield (Kern) CA

Conventional SMR (G~ Station WPCM497
851.2375 and 854.1625 MHz at Mount
Adalaide near Bakersfield (Kern) CA

NEXTEL COMMUNICATIONS,
SMART SMR OF CALIFORNIA, INC., D/B/A

Conventional SMR (GX) Station WPCM497
851.2375 and 854.1625 MHz at Mount
Adalaide near Bakersfield (Kern) CA

To: Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau

PETITION FOR INSTITUTION OF LICENSE REVOCATION PROCEEDINGS

James A. Kay, Jr., by his attorney, hereby respectfully requests-the institution of license

revocation proceedings, in support whereof, the following is respectfully shown:

A. KAY HAS STANDING TO CHALLENGE THE CAPTIONED AUTHORIZATIONS.

~

1. Kay herein seek~ the commencement of license revocation proceedings

pursuant to Section 312(a) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 47 U.S.C. § 321 (a).

As a direct commercial competitor with both Chris Killian d/b/a Carrier Communications

("Killian") and Smart SMR of California, Inc. d/b/a Nextel Communications ("Nextel") in the Los

Angeles, California, land mobil~ radio communications industry, Kay is a party in interest with

standing to intervene in licensing matters affecting those companies on the grounds of economic



injury. See FCC v. Sanders Brothers Radio Station, 309 U.S. 470 (1940). To the extent the

~

Commission determines that Section 312(a) does not confer private rights to seek such actions,

Kay asks that this filing be deemed an informal request for Commission action pursuant to

Section 1.41 of the Commission's Rules and Regulations. 47 C.F.R. § 1.41. In any event, the

matters presented herein raise substantial and very serious public interest questions that must be

addressed by the Commission, in the discharge of its statuto(y duties, regardless of Kay's formal
~

procedural rights, or lack thereof. Cf. Clarksburg Publishing Co. v. FCC, 225 F.2d 511 (D.C. Cir.

1955).1

B. KILLIAN INITIALLY'OBTAINED THE CAPTIONED LICENSES BY FRAUD AND MISREPRESENTATON.

2. A review of Commission records will show that Chris Killian, in 1993, made

application in the name of Carrier Communications, requesting authorization for the frequencies

851.2375 and 854.1625 MHz at Mount Adalaide, near Bakersfield (Kern County) California. It

appears that the application was originally filed in late 1992 or January of 1993, was retumed by

the Commission, and then resubmitted by Chris Killian in June of 1993, whereupon it was

processed and granted by the Commission, resulting in the issuance to Carrier Communications

the authorization bearing call sign WPCM497, a reference copy of which is appended hereto as

Attachment NO.1. We shall hereafter refer to this application as the "Carrier Communications

Application" and to the resulting authorization as the "Carrier Communications License."

3. A further review of the Commission's records will show that on or about the

same date that the above-described Carrier Communications applicC!!ion was originally filed,

another application was filed in the name of Deborah Killian. This application requested

1 In Clarksburg Publishing the Cdllrt stated:

the Commission's inquiry [must] extend beyond matters alleged in the protest in order to
reach any issue which may be relevant in determining the legality of the challenged
grant. Clearly, then, the inquiry cannot be limited to the facts alleged in the protest where
the Commission has reason to believe, either from the protest or its own files, that a full
evidentiary hearing may develop other relevant information not in the possession of the
protestant.

225 F.2d at 515. A logical extension of this principal is that the Commission therefore may not
avoid addressing a serious challenge to a licensee's qualifications because of lack of standing on
the part of a whistle blower.
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authorization for the frequency 851.6125 MHz, also at Mount Adalaide, near Bakersfield (Kern

county) California. The Commission processed and granted this application, resulting in the

issuance to Deborah Killian the authorization bearing call sign WPCE285, a reference copy of

which is appended hereto as Attachment NO.2. We shall hereafter refer to this application as the

"Deborah Killian Application" and to the resulting authorization as the" Deborah Killian License."

4. The business address for Carrier Communicati.9ns is 42326 Tenth Street West,

Lancaster, California, 93534, and this is the address that was used in the Carrier

Communications Application. The address used in the Deborah Killian Application was 44349

Lowtree, Suite 163, Lancaster, California 93534. Upon information and belief, this address was

at the time merely a mail drop. Deborah Killian is the spouse of Chris Killian. This relationship is

not disclosed anywhere in either the Deborah Killian Application or in the Carrier

Communications Application.

5. Upon information and belief, Carrier Communications was not, at the time of

these applications, a corporation or a partnership, but rather a sole proprietorship owned by Chris

Killian and/or an unincorporated business owned jointly by Chris and Deborah Killian.

Nevertheless, the proper procedure was not followed in filling out the FCC Form 574 used for the

Carrier Communications application, in that the applicant name was given as "Carrier

Communications" rather than as "Chris Killian, DBA Carrier Communications." See FCC Form

574 Instructions, Item 21, page 22 (August 1989).

6. Deborah Killian recently testified, under oath, at a depgsition in which she was

questioned regarding the Deborah Killian License. A copy of the transcript is appended hereto as

Attachment NO.3. The pertinent parts of here testimony are as follows:

Q: 100 you hold any FCC licenses?
A: I believe I hold one.
Q: What do you use that one for?
A: I don't know, I just have my name on the license.
Q: Is that something you did for your husband's business?
A: Yes.

Killian Deposition Transcript at p. 11.
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Q: So far as you know, the only place your name appears with
regard to Carrier CommunicatiQfls is on the one FCC license?

A: That's correct.
Q: Carrier Communications uses that license in the business, is that

correct?
A: I don't know.

Killian Deposition Transcript at p. 21

Q: So you have never read ... aJ1Y of the FCC rules, you don't keep
around the FCC rule book or 8rl1hing like that?

A: No, I don't.

Kilfjan Deposition Transcript at p. 23

Q:

A:
Q:

A:
Q:
A:
Q:

A:
Q:
A:
Q:

A:
Q:
A:
Q:
A:

A:
Q:
A:
Q:

Let's see now. The radio station that we have discussed earlier
that is in your name, do you know if anybody manages that
particular station?
I know nothing about that.
You don't know who it is that manages it; correct?
That's correct.
You don't know whether or not it is pursuant to a written contract
or oral contract; is that correct?
That's correct.
You don't even know where the contract is, correct?
That's correct.
You don't even know whether or not a contract at all exists; is
that correct?
That's correct.
Who would know these things?
I would imagine my husband, Chris.
If somebody was in pos~~ssion of any contracts about that
particular station and knE:I. where the documents would be, it
would be Chris?
Chris.
I would imagine from what you know that with regard to that
particular station, you don't know whether it has been
constructed, when it has been operated, or any of the details of
it?
I know no details about it, no.
You don't know whether it has been constructed?
I don't know.
You don't know whether or not it is operating; is that correct?
That's correct.
~

Killian Deposition Transcript at pp. 26-27.

7. It is clear from the foregoing that Chris Killian has intentionally misrepresented

material facts to the Commission, intentionally concealed material facts from the Commission,

and otherwise lacked candor with the Commission. He obtained the Carrier Communications

License by means of this fraudulent conduct. Upon information and belief, Chris Killian d/b/a

Carrier Communications would not have been eligible for the two channels requested at Mount
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Adelaide in the Carrier Communications Application if it had, at the same time, held an
~

authorization for or been an applicant for the third channel requested at Mount Adelaide in the

Deborah Killian Application. Accordingly, Chris Killian had the Deborah Killian Application

prepared in his wife's name and used an address other than his normal business mailing

address. He departed from accepted procedures in giving the applicant name in the Carrier

"

Communications Application so as to make it less likely th~ the two applications would be

connected. Finally, he failed to disclose that he was the real party in interest in the Deborah

Killian Application.

8. As a result of this fraud on the Commission Chris Killian obtained the Carrier

Communications License, a valuable asset which he subsequently sold to Nextel

Communications for a substantial sum of money. Appended hereto as Attachment NO.4 is a

copy of the application (FCC Form 490) for Commission consent to the assignment of the Carrier

Communications License from "Carrier Communications and Electronics" to Smart SMR of

California, a wholly-owned subsidiary of Nextel Communications, Inc. Appended hereto as

Attachment NO.5 is a reference copy of the resulting authorization. While Kay does not know the

price paid by Nextel, based on his knowledge of the industry, he estimates that Chris and/or

Deborah Killian received, or have contracted to receive, between $50,000 and $100,000 for the

Carrier Communications License, and quite possibly more. Insofar as the authorization was

obtained by means of misrepresentation and lack of candor, the Commission should act

immediately to require the disgourgement of this unjust enrichment.

C. The Assignment of the License for Station WPCM497 to Nextel is Null and Void.

9. In addition to the fact that Chris Killian fraudulently obtained the Carrier

Communications License and 9hould not be permitted to profit from such unlawful conduct, the

assignment of the authorization to Nextel is void for yet another reason. Appended hereto as

Attachment NO.6 are the papers in connection with a finder's preference request filed by Applied

Technology Group, Inc. in which Station WPCM487 was the target. Although the request was

subsequently dismissed on procedural grounds, it nonetheless presented substantial prima facie

evidence that the authorized facilities were never constructed. At the relevant time, Section
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90.155(a) of the Commission's Rules required that Station WPCM487 be constructed and
~

"placed in operation within eight (8) months from the date of license grant." 47 C.F.R.

§ 90.155(a)? Upon the licensee's failure to meet the deadline, "the authorization cancels

automatically and must be returned to the Commission." Id. Accordingly, the Carrier

Communications License automatically cancelled by operation of law, ·and Chris Killian therefore

had nothing to assign to Nextel. On this basis alone the Commission should rescind the license.
.~

10. The assignment application constitutes a further instance of misrepresentation

and lack of candor. Chris Killian certainly knew that the facilities he was attempting to assign to

Nextel had not been timely constructed. Nextel, who presumably did a thorough due diligence

review before contracting to acquire the application and submitting an FCC application therefor,

knew or should have known the same thing. Nonetheless, both parties proceeded with the

assignment of license application without disclosing this highly material fact to the Commission.

11. It appears from a review of the Commission's files that the application did not

contain the usual certifications of timely construction typically required by the Commission. If

such certifications were included (and are simply absent from the publicly available copy of the

application), they are, of course, direct and affirmative misrepresentations. Even in the absence

of such certifications, however, the mere filing of the application without disclosing the

nonconstruction is a constructive representation that timely construction occurred and that the

subject authorization is valid. At a minimum such conduct constitutes lack of candor.

Nonetheless, both Chris Killian and Nextel executed the application thereby certifying under...
penalty of pe~ury that all statements in the application were true.

D. Conclusion and Prayer for Relief

12. Chris Killian has engaged in behavior that calls into serious question his

qualifications to remain a Commission licensee. The Commission therefore should immediately

(a) rescind any grants made to Chris Killian or any affiliate within the past 30 days, (b) suspend

processing on any pending applications by Chris Killian or any affiliate, and (c) designate all

2 There have been some amendments to Section 90.155 since, but the essential requirements
set forth in the subsections (a) and (c) of the rule were the same then as they are now (with the
significant exception being the increase of the construction period from 8 to 12 months).
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applications by and authorizations issued to Chris Killian or any affiliate for license revocation

•
proceedings pursuant to Section 312(a) of the Communications Act. In addition, the Commission

should consider whether appropriate forfeitures should be levied against Chris Killian for his

conduct in violation of the Communications Act, Commission regulations, and Commission

policy.

13. With regard to Call Sign WPCM497, it is respectfully submitted that the
~

Commission need not await the conclusion of formal revocation proceedings. It is clear that both

the original application by Chris Killian as well as the subsequent assignment application to

Nextel were fraudulent. -Even apart from the fraud, the assignment to Nextel is void ab initio for

the further reason that the subject authorization had long before automatically cancelled by

operation of law. Accordingly, with respect to WPCM497, the Commission should immediately:

(a) declare that the authorization automatically cancelled for failure to timely construct; (b)

rescind its consent to the assignment of the authorization to Nextel; and (b) require Chris and/or

Deborah Killian to disgorge any monies or other consideration received from the sale of the

station t.o Nextel.

14. The Commission should also investigate the role of Nextel Communications, Inc.

in this matter. At a minimum, it appears that Nextel knew or should have known that the

authorizations it was obtaining from Chris Killian had not been timely constructed. The

Commission should therefore investigate the extent of Nextel's knowledge, the adequacy of its

due diligence procedures, and the possibility that Nextel (who has for the past few years been in
A""

an extensive acquisition mode) may be party to many more such fraudulent assignments. Based

on the results of such investigation, the Commission should take appropriate enforcement

actions against Nextel. -r
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WHEREFORE. good cause having been shown herein, it is respectfully requested that

the relief prayed for in Section D. above, be granted forthwith.

Respectfully submitted.

James A. Kay, Jr.

By: Robert J. Keller
His Attorney

LAw OFFICE OF ROBERT J. KELLER, P.C.
4200 WISCONSIN AVE NW#106-233
WASHINGTON DC 20016-2143

Telephone: 202-416-1670
Facsimile: 301-229-6875
Email: rjk@telcornlaw.com

Dated.: 22 October 1997
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P~g. , of I

DeCLARATIOIll or JAMES A. KAY, Jr~.

~

I, James A. Kay, Jr, hereby statr: ttldt I a!;~.i:,;tp.<! in the preparation of the pleading

entitled PI:" rJtlON r(),~ INS nTUTION 01: U(:rN',t Nt"v, 1(~11 tJUN PIWCF.EDlN(~S; that I reviewed a

final draft of the pleading; a'1d that all hlct(Ji11 ~;t<tte'TlnrltH and assertions contained therein

are true to the best of my personall<nowlt-~dqe, save and except matters specifically stated

to be made on information and belief flnrl rnatl{~m nr wtlich th~ CommIssion may take

official notic:e.

I declarE! I certify, verify. and t"tntp under pemlty of perjury under the laws of the

United States of America that the forC'qolr1g i~: Inll! .mll correct

I'XI:lClltr,d on thls 22nd day of October 1997.
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REFI=RENCE COpy THIS IS NOT A L1CEt"SE

Fede;a. Communic8\ions Commission
Gellysburg. PA 17325-7245 RADIO STATION LICENSE
Licens.. Name: CARRIER COMMUNICATIONS

Portable -",,,,,,,,,,"''''Aircraft - "''''''''''''' "'Marine - ",,,,,,,,,,"',,,Pagers*"''''''''''''''''

Radio Service: GX CONVENTIONAL SMR
Call Sign: WPCM497 File Number:

Fraquency Advisorv No: 923080043
Number of Mobiles by Category: Vehicular - '" '" 71 '" '"

9301618165
license Issue Dale: 930809

License Expiration Dale: 980809

930809N 692 1 lZ
CARRIER COMMUNICATIONS
LICENSING SECTION
42326 10TH ST W
LANCASTER CA 93534

Anlenna
Lo.ng'lude

.. ' , , .

Antenna
Latilude

35-26-20 118-44-23

Output
Power
(WailS)

60.000 156.000 3525
• HAAT

60.000 :156. ood,
35.000 35.000.

EmiSSion
Designator

20KOF3E
20K0F3E

20K0F3E

Frequencies
(MHz)

851.23750

854.16250 ~B2C i
806.00000-~0 11
821.00000

1 :

FCC
1.0.

; ::

TRANSMITTER STREET ADDRESS CITY COUNTY STATE

1: MOUNT ADALAIDE BAKERS:F I ELD KERN CA

. . . .

ONTROL POINTS:42326 10TH ST W LANCASTER CA:ASSOCIATED CONTROLS: AND MOBILES
PERATING UNDER THIS AUTHORIZATION AND LICE~SED TO USERS OF THIS SMR FACILITY
ONTROL POINT PHONE: $05-945-5448
TATION CLASS SUfFIX C = INTERCONNecT , .
TATION CLASS SUFFIX J ~ TEMPORARY WITH INTERCONNECT
TAT;ION CLASS SuFFIX K; STAND-BY WITH INTERCONNECT
TATION CLASS SUFFIX L ITINERANT WITH INTERCONNECT

. .

REA OF OPERATION
ITE 1: 70 MIRA 35i:26-20N 118-44-23W BAKERSFIELD KERU CA

; : ~ ~

MISSION DESIGNATOR(S) CbNVERTED TO pONFORM to DESIk;NATOR(S)
ET OUT IN PART '2 OF THE COMMISSION'S RULES .•

PAGE 1 OF 1

FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

This aUlhorization becomes invalid and must be relurned 10 the
Commission if the sIal Ions are not placed In operalion Within

:;?~tp1!f8W'aog'~s~za~ru':.~~~n~,,:'.;' CO~rtt~~e9~gs ~~~nslg:I~~~ed.
licenses cancel automatically if not constructed Within one year

FCC
September



D~FERENCE COpy THIS IS NOT A LICENSE

Feder.1 Communications Commission
Gettysburg. PA 17325-7245 . RADIO STATION LICENSE
Licensee Name: KILLIAN, DEBORAH

Portable -**37**Aircr.ft - ******M.rone - ******Pagers*******

Radio Service: GX CONVENTIONAL SMR
C.II Sign: WPCE285 . File Number:
Fre!luency Advisory No: 923630001
Number 01 Mobiles by Category: Vehicular' **35* *

9301617966
License Issue Dale: 930512

License Expiralion Date: 980512

930512N 285 1 1Z
KILLIAN, DEBORAH
44349 LOWTREE STE 163
LANCASTER CA 93534

806.00000-HO [72 20KOF3E
821.00000

: :

TRANSMITTER STREET ADDRESS

5-26-20 118-44-23

Antenn. Anlenna
Latilude Longitude

STATECOUNTYCITY

35.000

Emission
Designator

20KOF3E

FI equenc ias
(MHz)

851.61250

FCC
1.0.

1:

1: MOUNT ADALAIPE BAKERSFIELD KERN CA

REA OF OPERATION
ITE1: 70 MIRA 35:-26-:20N 118-44.-23W BAKERSFIELD KERlf CA

AINTING AND LIGHTING SPECIFICATIONS
ITE1: SEE ATTACHED FORM 715/715A PARAGRAPHS: t 3 11 21

ONTROL POINTS:~SOCI~TEri MOBILES A~D CONTROLS OPERATING UNDER THIS AUTHORIZATION
ND :LICENSED TO [USERS OF THIS SMRS FACILITY
ONTROL POINT PHONE: 805-945-5968 ;
TATION CLASS SUFFIX C - INTERCONNE¢T .
TATION CLASS SUFFIX J TEMPORARY WITH IN'I:'ERCONN~T •.<"

TATION CLASS SU,FFIX K -, STAND-BY WITH INTERCONNEqr
TATION CLASS SUFFIX L - ITINERANT WITH INTERCONNEcT

. .
MIS~ION DESIGNATOR(S) CONVERTED TO ~ONFORM !I'O DESIGNATO*S)
ET OUT IN PART 2 OF THE COMMISSION'S RULES.!

PAGE 1 OF 1

FEDERAL
COMMUNICAnONS
COMMISSION

This .uthorization becomes invalid and must be returned 10 the
CommISsion If Ihe stat,ons are nOI pl.ced in oPelation wilhin
eight months. unless .n eXlension 01 lime hIS been gr.nled.
EXCEPTION: 800 MHz trunked .nd cerl.in 900 MHz slatlon
IocensllS cancel automatically if nol construe led wllh,n one year.

Sepl.
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In 11te Matter Of:

ja:l'nes A., Kay, Jr.. v.

IIaro/d Pick ~

[Je')ot'cth Killian

SelJtetrlber 17, /996

Coletnart, !Faas, Martin & Schwab, Inc.

6222 ~Ftlshlre Boulevard

Suite 204

Los II ttJ{eles, eli 90048

(213) 480-1234 1MX:' (213) 480·0381
A'

Word Index included with this Min.U.Sc:ripte

------



111 t:lble,lIthouah you would n6tbe able
to estimate the 121 lenath ot the bible ill
my llvt.na room. becaute Y!)ll, b,ve .131
never been thete and you would not
know whether'l bPt' i~fa table Ln my
IMna room or not.ouy?
"~ A: Okay. " .'
[lSI Q: That would· be lUeMina. m nut
another aspect;, r ·&ue., Ithat we II'
should cover here,1I that theobject of II
deposition 1'1 II to have 11 clear record.
So II I uk you •.1~·Cl~~n,1will
Assume that you..•~,~ 1111
qucstlon l! you sm me anI~, tttor
any reason Ital you ,don',t un9cmand a
qUcsdoD. pleate .. me' to (1;1 clAtlty It.
I will be glad to'. Olca}1

Uil A: Ony., '. ' , . '.
(HI Q: You are entitled'to be comfort·
able dudna [~:the deposltton,We have
the lLr condldonine oa.1tIU1I·70u.need
to take a brest tot any 1e.80ft. JUIt aslt,
[.81 okayP It i. not theSpllolah Inctulaldon,
Jun II Wlllk 1191m the park.
1201 Walt until I· cOmt!1ete· any ·quesdon
berore fall youanswerbecawetbttWllY
we don't have twO,..eopl~P21 talkinl at
the .me time because It II dl1ftc:ult for
ra~l the court't'e1'Jc)tt6tth titkt 'It down If
we h:\'Vc twO I~J jSeO'pte tatldng at the

I s;lmc time. Oleay?
Il~: A: Oleay.

Min-U-ScdptJt

[II BV MR. CRAWFORD:

III Q: Let'll1e te~1J ymlll Uttll: bit ;ibollt It I

151 then Ad('I'l0~ltlfln L":I !It:ltenu:nt m:uJe
under oilili. (II It hellrll with It the s~ne

force ami ('ffect, III LInder t~J pen.llty of
petj\lcYllllll ~tuff\j.e th.U,at\ thouRh yOlI
C'I arc te,~llryluK 11t;l murtrooCl1 before a
juch:lc :md :1 171 jury. YOIl h~vr. the r.tn1e
obltRlulC\n to Iell rh~ 1111 tl11t.h.

1911·11(" I,Clutt rCI'11rtt':ryuul'lee hereto my
(IOj r1Kht ill taklnf( l.lnwn ~vel'ything thlt
III 6aLd In rtw II II l't/(Jr/1 "Int~e yOIl were
~:')rn ;11111 will L.'(ltItlllut.: to do so 1131
lInle~~ wr. j(t) o'fthe l'ecor(\.Okay1It'yo\l
Just ~ay, Ilii "\"('.11. of( th~ ~('nrd.lt II this
or d1O!f,· It wl11 he" 11·\1 on the record,
olc.-ly?
II~I 1ft say, "W'hy don'r we !iCCl n!(the 1I~1

rc<:nrd" :md w" a~l'1':(" thl"l\.~h~ will stop.
okay~

(~71 A: Oby.
11111 Q: Slw l~ t,lkhlM HOWll (:vcrythlng
thi\t 1:< 11'11 ~aid :md I:ltt.r IlI\ It 'AiUl be
tran.'fcrlhetl InlO :1 fAIII !:looklc:t form. It
reads IlIll: it play, page nlHTlher~, ptl line
nllmher~ :lnd (11l~1'Itloll;llld:lIt!lwer,quc!l
tion and lUI ,,"~r.r. At ~OI\lC 1'0lllt in
time yOIl will Ur.t an 13.\1 Ol1pClrtllnlty to
re~\Cl th;lt dC'(l().~tflon tl".lnRCrlpt make I:MJ
:lny ch,u\j(C's toyOtlr ,U"'Wr.:l thnt you
deem ;lppt"llrlurr. , II~t :1I1d lIlgn it under
IJcnilltr"f p,.r/mf rf yon 1ll.lke flny

---_ -- "- -_ _ _,-!.~.!

ItIDEX

.....

"..

SI.:I"EP4'OPICOUIlTOF THP.ITATlOl"CAUPllANlA
FOil TI'E COUN'l'V OF LOS ANOELF.S

JAMESA.KAV.JR.. )
I"ll1ntlll.)

J
IN". Ll: ~,~~.ft

HAnOlO 'JOK, oe,.""o ~ClK.)

itT AI... )
0.1'"_.1

OBfIOOl'fION Of tlllllOMH I<MIIIN
lOI II.....,.., 0,11"'"',

Sf"."*" 11. IU\llI
WVNNI 'OAn&!lT

03" "'8Oll
JQD NO. M:ilS6S

(II ch"njot[:s til yl1Uf answ~l',' or have an
nppul'ttllllty l.Il (11 rcvlew It and don't

PAge" m:lke any dl;II1JlCll to YOllt an!Wers 01 ".0-'
-------.- - _- :md latN trHtlt'y (\lffrr~ntly, It nHlld have
III DEBORAH KILLIAN, an f~1 ;l,lvf~I's(, dfret \11'01\ ylJltr credlbU- IIIQ: Back to the k1catll'lcation. You
{1} having hecn first duly sworn. ,,,"is l:li lty. stlted 121 )'OW' name, Could )'Ou also
e1Cl\mlned and t~tltled as foll()W5. 1'1 no r{lll IIlldcr~t'lniP pleale teU me wnete~u (~fte.idt?
!'I EXAMINATION (til A: t lh·huh, 1-41 A: I resldt Ilt 114'52 A:aclt StrC~t, I'J

Lancaster, Qalltomla 93'3~.
!61 BY MR. CRAWFORD: (1] Q: With rr~"'I;lrd to ",,"·hllh" lind "Ilh· 161 Q: 00 yotl have tnt/plant on movlno
171 Q: WJI( you plea!lc :U:lt~ your ft:1 me tVt

W

-- in the I7l near !utun:1 ) .\ , '"1:1

". Rel.pell '*1 It r"lr the record. (ttl A:. Sfll'l'Y·
.. IP 1t1 A: Not at the moment"
191 A: Debonth KIIJl.ln, D·f,·IHH-;I-h L-Y-Il- 19) Q': Siner. l J\l~t !'tot 0111:, everyhody
n (10) K.I.I-I.loa·n. doe., it. IWI Wr. ;Ire: tilled 10 Il:uttural re- 191 Q: I meant neat t\ltlJte, within the

lie I I I Ihl next few (tOl months.,11110: l)ebol'llh,r"mWIIU:amCr.\wford. 1I1)Onl'll:1I. nOWr'f1l~<HII1U~IlIJ lorr e,
r [Ill representJllme~Kay In this m:mcr. btlt W(' t1sr. t!trm ;l Int In our d.l)·-tn·day /11/ A: tJh·uh. .'
YOllarc here 1131lH1r.lllantto 1I ~uhp()en:t; {Ill '1IW(.C!1. .Ill a clepn~ltI()n we need to U~l Q: We tlke 'to kceptnclt of
1:1 thllt correct? have ,\ dr.:lf int remfcl. whkh tnCun~we wltnc88CJ. (t"Tb"t'.why1atn iUklbS you

try to not LJ~e them he"'lllN~ IffL"l )'C1U do that que.tlon bedt\lae It (l41 you were
il'" A: 011·hllh. Illlt'. t"(~ll1, 1 will t\;lV, "lll thl\t II 'ye.·' or ~ Ink" .. th in, _bOut: t;nO\'lnI 'to .Parts .next
i 151 Q: I have a COllY ot the llubpocn.l (Iii 'l\l)'f" Ok;ly? Ih)Jl't be clll}J4lrI"All8cd If month.Iu'1 mlflh,tdQlOnJe thma- dltrc%'-
which we 11111 nrc going to attach to yout I..do. howr.ver, (1111 l~c:a"Ne virtually ev- ently in this deposition,'
depo.itlon tr'.lnllcript;ls [l") Exhihlt 1.:\ t.ryon~, IndtulinlC hlwy~r1. nl:1kea t171 ..\ ..• 1 .
COl1unOl1 ptO(:etlurc:. thOlt ml~tlk(': Itl ~ome pnlt\t In time or /161 At any mte! life )'Ou cumntly' em-
[III Hllve vou ever bad your deposition .tnother. ployecU .., "
ttken /191 brff)re? fIltl Further ttl my lllJlut llOOlit l1 clear (17) A: No. :111, ",,, ., II

\:101 A: No. rc(:ord. 11".I__~!_~~l~~~lt _l_'\_t_lm_e...lr~O_\l__[;..,lt_I_Q_:_W;_o_rk_1Jl...:I::....._'..;.;;.;h...owe......;.;,wUi..;;.e;;';'~_'''':'':-'I __

C..olemnn, Ilaas, Martin a Schwah, IflC.

W'TNEh:
OSlOJllAH WILLIAN,

____.__ .__... ._.._.. .__-!~g. :2

fl.
....,.,lIlcln by tolt. OffWl1Of1l !

UNlllIi8WllllllO OIJE~TION!I:

(IM-)
IN.OAM...·ION 1'0 BF.IN~EJI'TF.[}

(No".\
11lW'II'fS,
"la-nlll!'t o..",pff... ldonllflod
1 o.~n S.bItoona !
~ 0.0"'..11'1" CII pa•..,. T.,1.. 3e

AP"lAlUoNCE':
FOR P\AfNTIFP:

ollAW-onO' CMVI'I"OfIO
BY: WILLIAM ARTHUR CJlAW~(JnD, ..na
414 !OUIIl e.-ly 0.1..
IlItV01rty Hill.. C.t~oml. 1111212

ALIO '''IS!!NT: JAMES KAY
__________._.. Pag~

SUPEIlIICA C()l.•pT OF n'E :HIITi (If' cAliFOtlNlA
I'OIt THE COUN1V OF LOS ANQElEli

JNo4l!8 A. !(AV, JR., )
I'1&lnllfl. }

I
I No. ,n 02311111

.....PClO PlOK, CK:AAAO PiCK. I ...--
l!T AL. )

DeI.nMI. I
CepteIl......1CEDonAll KILLIAN.
'0_ on -.n.n 01P~nl" '"

424 'O\ll~ ItV4r!Y CltM, 'wooly ...,
CtlIh. _NMit\G oll2:1 I p,",.
T.....'Y. 9.,,_ 11. 11M, Nt_
W~M<l F.....1. Cel'l f3ll()(l, pUrl. lint
to W.IIo.

Jama A.. Kay,Jr, v. DcbotaIlX"Il.a
,:::II=af'=t"::Jd:P=I=ck====:::-:•. _:::•.::=_••=.._::::::_:::._=-i"=:::- __ __ _ _ !le_p'_ClaI_·_~_....1_'_,1_"_6

Ill! Q: Fir:'!! 11111<':1 ~ may be ukedfouft eaimlte IJololdme,
lUI A: Yc s. space, distance, speed, 10 tbrth AM so

on. Int I am entitled' to 'YoUi' best estl~
1131 (f>\;llnllff'~ I~xhlhlt I WIIS n\l\rIced 1'41 mare. But t dOIl'e MIlC l22I you co aue",
for ld~nlltkaUlln hy the rel)()rter il11l\lld okay? 'nIe difference ,between In llSI
Is atfadH~tl hrrcm) estimate lAnd • IUCA 11 wual1y .PrettY....-.. !--~. ! clear, but J lUI Will atve you an example.

11il You could estlm:uetheleftlthotthia
'10-7
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?llge 14

James A. KIlY, Jr. v.
I-IlIl'old Pick

[II anything you ~ve I'ec~lved trom An·
tlcdore Pick?
IlIA: No,
Lli Q: Do you knc)w wh(l Atlllcdore Pick
ill?
I,ll A: No,

I~I Q: No. ~. C3selUl:l1ly ;,my tc!cI)honc
meuages rell that you bave got, any kind
or other notes or 111 memoranda fl'om
Gerow Pick?
Ittl A: No.

191 Q: III tWelt bec.'ilu:le you <.10 ltOt ktlllw
who 110\ Gerard Pick 131
Ill' A: I do not know Gc:r.ml Pick.
lUi Q: You do not know who Gcr.trtl
Pick is; \a lUI that corrcct~
Il'" A: That fa correct.

(1111 A: I don'th:Jve :ICCCSSto .ulyofthese
il?1 records.
:101 Q: We wiI1lScilllO tbn)ugh them In il
little t1lJ bit ot detAil here. Defore we do
th'lt, I w.ant to itsk (211 you one other
quesrtoll, Sometimes people ure not 113';
feeHflI( as though they C:ltl &lve their
he'It tlelltlmOIlY (1"1 In ;! dcpo!llrion fur
l-callonll of recent personal tt.1un1:l, ll'i ..
death In the tamlly, had :t car .lcddenl

--t>n the WdY

~llg8 13

(II here. use ot dnlgs or alcoho! Ihilt still
affects them [11 Ot' they are 1II for some
reason,

E\! 00 ,),ou feel that you arc capable at l~!

Klviu8 your bellt testimony i1~ yau slt
here tolhty1
[51 A: Yell,

[61 0: (;ood. The reason you don't have
any of 171 thOle documents Is beC:lll~e

you don't know who Harold [SI Pkk b:
Is thilt currel.'1?
(91 A: I have beard of him. but I <10 not
kne,w 110\ Wltl.

(III Q: You have not had :ll1Y writren
documcnlll (UI lIent to }'Oll fl'Om H:U'cld
Pick, then]
rl'~1 A: No, Jhave not.
1141 Q: Do me ;t f.wor, Let me flnish.
Sometimes Inl r talk u little btt :flow,
IIG' So essentially you ltava: not receivc::d
Il7) anything from Hnrold Pkk l!i wh,lr It
hoils dc)wn to In 1181 terms of corrc~pofl'
deuce, letters, c:lrda?
(19) A: I have never l'ecclvc<1 ;111~1hll1g

i from tJOI Harold Pick.
Illi Q: No.3 requclltlIlllmll:l.r things from
Il~) Allnedore Pick. H.1VC: ycm ever re·
celveu iUlythlllg fmm IJ~J Allnedorc
Pick? ...
\H:A: No.

I;I5J Q: No.4, once llK'lln, tile stme thinK
with

r~OI A: Yc,~.

PII Q: Huw IOIl~ Itavl~ )'011 bt~c:n l1.m'·
rlcd?
P'J1 A: Tell yt·~lrs.

IJ3J Q: (;on~I':ltlll:JtloJl!l. "'I\ilt'~ II /otOtHII'C'
curd I:.HI the:r!:. I woulllllke til Imll !'l",ht
now to tht' (l~1 <kposilioll sllhl)l.cn;l It- .
~c:lf,

(ll review t\Uaclun<:nl Nil. \ ill it~ ell

t1rety?
(JI A: I h.we Ill~l'llSeJ Il. I did lllll k lHIW
lLay o! I~l th(~ IlOllllC' ot' lhc~r' PI'Ople Ill) I
WOllld not h:lvc ;.ny (·11 rc(;u rdll , I tnc;tn,
I don'l know Ihl~~C 1'1~i1l1Ie:. 1 don'I I~I

h:lVe a!\y rc:e:(lrd~ of c:llIHlllllnic';It!C1I\ f(U
the~~ people,
(t1, Q: All right, SlI tlo YIIU tilluk ytUI h:I\'c
- 171 Du you Ullttk yOll have' eCoid Ihi! 111
sllttlclc:nc dc:r'lll 1111 to undcr~Ulnd wh.lt
eadl t)t these: Il~nlS Is 1~(llIl·sl!nl-;?

r'IA: Ye~.

(l!ll Q; I dOil't w,un til Kll lhwlljo(h "II of
those: (\II d(l\.:urneld~ lend 11111J IItlt that
you did not 11II(kf:lI~lld It.
lUi A: Qk:1y,
(I:-\J Q: If you have at!) (IUf.litUIlIS Oil any
of 11"1 thclle, Nml. I tl'lllUlh 17, fed free
to uk me now anti [I~I I wlJl t:!'IrU'y
bcc:a~e ~()IllctIt1l(:!1 Ol\~ m.l.plt hcip e1U:
II" the other. WI: will tlk~ C;Lre of Ihat all
kind 0( a fl11 hI'tdl, It' w~ CUrl.

____._..._.!~lge~~

Deborah Xllllan

8epteulbet 1'; 1996
[i91 A: Yes. '
!~I Q: Mothel' of cblldren?
[<lIlA: Yes.
In) Q: l)l'ObIIbly kc:cpll you busy. When
\\... tbe 1:I31bst tUne th:.t )'Oil were em·
~~~ I I
IlfIA:Julyot19tl9. I
Inl Q: Wllat company W'..s It you WCI'e I
"'Odciaa lor I ----.-- .

~... !.'!!!!.~. I III 1>0 YOll h;1.Vt: :a <:lIl'Y tlt(~IT/

III at that time? I IJ) A: Yes,
IZI A: Camet Commun1c:lt.l~)U:f. ( [)1 0: Okay. Alt.I(~helllo It i.~ Altad\ll\~tlt, . I 3.141 Now Attadlluellt .~ l'C(lut!Sls (,,'cltain
13: Q: Whae W:la your,positIon :ItC:mierl books,parerll ,{,j rC(~()l'dll,documents, ~o
r.: A: Assistant manager. (011h .Ull so ,In. Why dun't we (tiJ ~C)

1'1 Q: Whae .. llJahe.t.t level of furm;&li dlrl)uKh the <:;ltt.~"orlc~. uftltr...St partkll-
educalJoft 161 thllt you have had? 1,If document {II l'eqllc:~t~ <ind I,am "lll.ll~

111 A: I am 1ft my Junior yellr <>f colleKe. tu ;t* you ;1 1r:w qlll~tJOllS, (,II Illcludlng
'II majonna in economlctl. whetberor not YIII: hmllWll allY 1/11d\ [~I

, docunu:RlIl wll.h ~'I)ll wday, whetltt:l" or
19! Q: It too, WIlli un ceo'\' fl~l;or -- dOl!- , not y')lS know 'hl~ III!; CXI"UIWI~ l)f ;lI\Y
ble lIOI major. ccon. and ecnn. ~tlldleN. I ~llCh dm;ulUr:nts, aud il )")\1 till, w!Lt:rc:
Good major. . i1\1 they ;lrc

IIIIWb.twereyourdutl.ens"s!lstal1t[~.~1I illl WhydoIl't y/(' slatt wilh N,).l. (!;\vc:
managcrin 1989 atOurier COmnll111!t;4l' I you [I), bmll~Jit ;1I1~,,,r[hc).~('t1"nllllcllU

daM? I with YOU :od,ll'!
lUI A: I IUC.., you wuwd ""y more ;,Ul 11"1 A:' No,
otlc:c 1141 :IIIlat1nt Qtl1er than II mall- .
Ulct.ltook c:arc oll15J cn1ployeeti dutIes, ;", Q: Do you know d tll(' 1~-"IMr.lICC'-

lnakina .ure they lOt 10 10catiol1s (16} 1161 A: No, I do IIllt.

theyncededtojetto,dld!orneaCCU\lIU· 1111 Q: D(l me:;,1 nlVlll' ,lwllc:'l rile 11111l;h
Ini, typed up (1'1 letters, ;111 SL1rt~ ()f my (1111 qUc:~thIU 11l~l'e.

things. ~ 191 A: You p'lll~(·ll.
USl Q: Gelldal office wOl'k flum the .
sound ot (1'1 thlnpl :~I Q: I did. \w II ;U'C: l'I~h t 1)n )'U II k Itll ',,,

ol [~I! the CXl"fClIt:r. 'If ;IlIY of the dOell'
(1ll1 A: Jade oral! tr.adc~. rncnl~ rC(Ju<;~r(:d III 1.'.<1 NtJ. l!
iZll Q: CarricrCommun1c;ltloll! 15 a tW()-lll A: N~).

wo1y rodloiA:l1 buauteSS,am [right? (~~I Q: Why Jon'l I just tin lhill .U;I pl'e;-

In! A: Yes. ilmlnary i2~1 1.1 ;ll( thc:M:. II.IVl'. YIlU !l;td
lUI Q: lIave yOI1 had lilly formal tlililltn~ :1lI ;,uleqllate {)[llli)rttIIlJl,y to
In radio 11'1 at ;tU?

111 A: No,
I

(ZI Q: Are you currently lnvolvecl with
Carrier I~I <1ommlwcutlon3?
141 A: No..
1'1 Q: Husband ~o,rka tor them, rlgllt?
161 A: That', (arrect.
171 Q: Or moaybehe owns it?
181 A: He owulc.
191 Q: Are you in any positioll Ihere IIkc~

the 1101 board ot dJn:aOl'Sl)f hold any
position Ilt the eOUIp-.lnY fill l:1tCll 1.1:" It is
nomJnal1
In! A: I bold no po.itlon.
[J~/ Q: Do you bold 2Ily FCC Ilcen.<4ell?II.' A: I beUeve I hold one.
115/ Q: While do you use dlat one for?
II" A: I don'c knOw. I )Wlt have: my II.Ulle
on the 1111 Uccnae.
III' Ql II tbatlOmethlngyou did t'()c' your
1"1 husbuld's buslncu1

,,9-PtaC14 coleman, Haa, MIII'tln a Schwab, [nco


